The paper was prepared by a postgraduate student of the 3rd year of study of the National Research University -Higher School of Economics within the conceptual framework of her current PhD dissertation project. The article reports original research results and examines the issues of the concept of formation and activity of science and technology parks as some of the key objects of innovation infrastructure. Through the analysis of the world practice of industrial and university areas' redevelopment, the main models of technopark structures' formation have been identified as well as basic forms and characteristics of modern science and technology parks and the conditions for their effective functioning. The author also highlights the necessity to consider international best practice of technopark development while implementing the Russian strategy of functional conversion of redundant inner city industrial areas.
innovative production facilities. Nowadays, for example, over 10 % of the territory of major Russian cities is occupied with industrial facilities, while the maximum share of industrial areas in the total area of a foreign megapolis is about 3 %-5 % (Korolenko, 2011) .
The advanced foreign practice of the industrial areas redevelopment proves that the creation of the innovative infrastructure facilities in the former industrial areas is an efficient way of redeployment and city reshaping, because technology parks, technopolises, business incubators and other innovation infrastructure facilities are one of the crucial tools of shaping the innovation-based economy (Murzina, 2014) .
Key Models of Creation of the Innovative Infrastructure Facilities Abroad
Creation of innovative infrastructure facilities in the excessive and misused areas of various establishments dates back to the 1950's. Thus, the first object of innovative infrastructure emerged in the world practice in 1951 in the United States (California), when the Stanford research (science) park was created (after the English 'Silicon Valley') (Doutriaux, 1998) . The University management resolved it would be feasible to lease out the premises not used in its core activities to small businesses operating in the high-tech area. The business of the park located entities (in the modern sense, the technology park residents) in the innovative areas made a good progress thanks to the federal government's defense orders, the research teamwork with the University and the territorial proximity of technology companies to each other. Venture capital financing, a special pattern of financing high-tech innovative projects, first invented and introduced in the Stanford technological cluster, also contributed to its economic success.
Thus, since its inception, the Stanford technology park has transformed into a hightech cluster that has not only laid the groundwork for shaping similar areas in many countries by promoting the science-intensive sector of industry, but also contributed to converting the area of its operation (California) into a global center for research, technology, finance and education (McAndrews, 1995 (Kostyunina, 2012 where nearly 50,000 sq.m. is the research and testing labs (in the future the plan is to extend it to 140,000 sq.m.) (Liu, 2006) . The unique park's feature is a non-typical ratio of the built-up and vacant areas of the park territory, which is 1:6, while in a significant portion of similar facilities the aforesaid ratio is 1:2. The differences between the above-mentioned innovation infrastructure facilities are minor and relate to the type and size of resident companies, the specific nature of the facility management (one management company or group of persons; full, partial or missing ownership by university), the number of technologies supported (one or many), the facility's activity nature (commercial or noncommercial) and other factors. In some sources, such concept as 'technology park' also includes 'technopolis', if it contains sufficient areas for the research and innovation product development and mass production (Kostyunina, 2012) .
In Russia it is considered that the difference between science and technology parks is that the former are closer connected with research The practice of establishment of the innovative infrastructure facilities also became widely popular in developing countries, in some of which the national 'silicon valleys' are created, including Taiwan (the 'Silicon Island' of HSINCHU), Singapore and China. In India, the 'Bangalore' technology park was called the Indian 'silicon valley' and the 'Kerala' technopark -the 'Silicon Shore'.
Main Features of Modern Technopark Structures
It is noteworthy that at present there are several forms of the technological cluster entities in the world. Some of them differ significantly in terms of the functional designation, specific nature of the form of incorporation, range of provided services, etc. (e.g., between business incubators and technopolises). However, a difference between some objects of innovative infrastructure is rather terminological, usually related to the features of creation and development of the innovative infrastructure facilities in a certain country (Kostyunina, 2012) .
As concerns the terminological details among the similar facilities of the innovative infrastructure entities, inference should be drawn that science parks prevail in the U.K., innovative centers in Germany, research parks in the U.S., science and industrial parks or high-tech areas in In an extended sense, technopark -is a system of the fastest growing relations between the entities located in its territory -research, business, educational and supporting. 2 %) , and the share of STPs with over 1,000 resident companies is equal to 3 %. Thus, the trend towards creation of small technology or science parks can be traced, which is explained by the efficiency of their functioning in just such format (IASP, 2015) . Another urgent issue related to the development of the technopark structures is the estimation of their economic efficiency, which can be the subject of further research.
